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PER CURIAM:

Jose Amador Ochoa-Puga pled guilty to conspiracy to

distribute and possess with intent to distribute methamphetamine,

in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 846 (2000), and the district court

sentenced him to a 180-month term of imprisonment.  Ochoa-Puga

appeals his conviction on the ground that he did not understand the

consequences of his guilty plea and thus his plea was unknowing and

involuntary.  The Government contends that Ochoa-Puga validly

waived the right to appeal his conviction in the plea agreement.

We agree with the Government and dismiss the appeal.

A defendant may waive the right to appeal if that waiver

is knowing and intelligent.  United States v. Brown, 232 F.3d 399,

402-03 (4th Cir. 2000); United States v. Broughton-Jones, 71 F.3d

1143, 1146 (4th Cir. 1995).  Generally, if the district court fully

questions a defendant regarding the waiver of his right to appeal

during the Fed. R. Crim. P. 11 colloquy, the waiver is both valid

and enforceable.  United States v. Wessells, 936 F.2d 165, 167-68

(4th Cir. 1991); United States v. Wiggins, 905 F.2d 51, 53-54 (4th

Cir. 1990).  We review de novo the question of whether a defendant

validly waived his right to appeal.  United States v. General, 278

F.3d 389, 399 (4th Cir. 2002).

Our review of the plea agreement and the Rule 11 hearing

leads us to conclude that Ochoa-Puga knowingly and voluntarily pled

guilty pursuant to the written plea agreement, including the waiver
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of his right to appeal.  Accordingly, we dismiss the appeal.  We

dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions

are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argument would not aid the decisional process.

DISMISSED


